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had anything to complain of personally in the contents of
the volume he had received. But in writing to another
friend he lets out the secret of his heart: " I presume yon
will get LyelTs new volume on the Antiquity of Man, and
will marvel at and perhaps admire the bold efforts now
made to throw back the origin of our noble species Homo
to the accumulations immediately succeeding the glacial
period, when half of modern Europe was either under snow
and ice or icy seas. Huxley's ' Place of Man in Nature'
completes the view by showing us that man is only the
front-rank leader of a succession of apes. This little book
is beautifully written. My gifted colleague rims far ahead
of my knowledge. I must apply to myself e Ne sutor ultra
crepidain;' as yet however I am not a Darwinian, and see
numberless objections to his theory.

" The geological part of Lyell's book is very good, but
has little or nothing new in it. ... The data collected
by others and reasoned on by them as to flint implements,
etc., were all well known to us. ... As to myself, I am
only once mentioned, in order to be knocked down in re
ice and drift. But having been so mentioned I think my
old friend might have cited my chapters on erratic blocks,
and particularly from my big book on Eussia, in the map
of which I laid down for the first time the exact lines
or limits of the eccentric dispersion of the Scandinavian
and Lappish rocks over Eussia, Germany, the Low Coun-
tries, and Britain."

In a later letter to the illustrious author of the An-
tiquity of Man Murchison "bluntly complains of the non-
recognition of his own labours in the department of qna-
ternary geology, and laments the mistake of writing " big
books " like his Silurian System and Russia, in Europe, alliterution, re-appears in other letters. It would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